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should consider,' says Sir John Herschel, 'some apology needed for even mentioning an argument of the kind to such a meeting, were it not that this very reasoning, so ostentatiously put forward and so utterly baseless, has been eagerly received among us as the revelation of a profound analysis.' In this last allusion he has in view the author of the ' Vestiges of the Natural History of Creation 1,' together with J. S. Mill, and probably Sir D. Brewster's notice of Comte in the ' Edinburgh Review,' 1838. Mill immediately reported to Comte this serious criticism and the discussion upon it, in which Sedgwick joined as an ally of the President ; and it is difficult to watch the correspondents' condolence with each other without a touch of amused sympathy. That they should make the least of the intellectual slip might well be conceded to the first impulse of self-excuse. But they vilify the motives of their critic, so largely honoured before. ' You have already,' says Comte, i sufficiently proved, with an air of politeness, the malevolence and even bad faith of Herschel. He has too much judgment and knowledge to believe seriously and with good faith in the insinuations of ignorance which he dares to throw out.7 'He must inwardly feel the irresistible force of my main argument' against 'the pretended Sidereal Astronomy;' 'and, depend upon it, will always be on the look-out for pretexts for weakening my scientific authority. Such, I take it, is the essential motive of his conduct towards me.' Sedgwick is the object of a different suspicion. He is the unconscious tool of Arago's malice; and has been carefully got up for his part by being surreptitiously furnished with a manuscript Memoire of Comte's, presented to the Academy in 1835 and preserved in its archives; no one but the virtual dictator of the Academy is in a position to commit such a breach of official confidence. For these reasons the Positive Philosopher thinks ' neither of these two gentlemen deserves the honour of any public reply;' and he will not,
1 Now known to be the late Robert Chambers.    See  the recent edition, with its interesting Preface by Mr. Ireland.
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